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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1-6, 15-20 and 29-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Grube et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,778,304). 

Regarding claim 1, Grube discloses a method of managing operation of a 
portable device (communication unit). The method comprises determining a 
geographical location of the portable device, determining if the geographical location of 
the portable device is within a geographical area of restricted use of the portable device, 
and restricting use of the portable device based on the determination of whether the 
geographical location of the portable device is within a geographical area of restricted 
use. See col. 2, lines 13-28. 

Regarding claim 2, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1, and also 
discloses that the step of determining if the geographical location of the portable device 
is within a geographical area of restricted use includes looking up the geographical 
location of the portable device in a geographical information database (124), and 
retrieving restriction information associated with the geographical location of the 
portable device. See col. 2, lines 41-67. 
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Regarding claim 3, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 2, and also 
discloses that the restriction information may include completely prohibiting use of the 
portable device. See col. 2, lines 13-28. 

Regarding claim 4, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 , and also 
discloses that the portable device is a portable communication device. See col. 2, lines 
13-28. 

Regarding claim 5, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 , and also 
discloses that the step of determining a geographical location of the portable device 
may include using a GPS associated with the portable device to determine a 
geographical location of the portable device. See col. 3, lines 7-30. 

Regarding claim 6, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 , and also 
discloses that the step of determining a geographical location of the portable device 
may include receiving the geographical location from a geographic location 
determination device (GPS receiver) associated with the portable device. See col. 3, 
lines 7-30. 

Regarding claim 15, Grube discloses an apparatus for managing operation of a 
portable device (102, 103). The apparatus comprises a controller (101), an inherent 
portable unit database coupled to the controller for receiving a geographical location of 
the portable device, and a geographical database (124) coupled to the controller. The 
controller retrieves a geographical location of the portable device from the portable unit 
database, determines if the geographical location of the portable device is within a 
geographical area of restricted use of the portable device based on geographical 
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information in the geographical database, and restricts use of the portable device based 
on the determination of whether the geographical location of the portable device is 
within a geographical area of restricted use. See Figure 1 and col. 2, line 29 - col. 3, 
line 30. 

Regarding claim 16, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 15, and also 
discloses that the controller determines if the geographical location of the portable 
device is within a geographical area of restricted use by looking up the geographical 
location of the portable device in the geographical information database and retrieving 
restriction information associated with the geographical location of the portable device. 
See col. 2, lines 41-67. 

Regarding claim 17, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 15, and also 
discloses that the restriction information may include completely prohibiting use of the 
portable device. See col. 2, lines 13-28. 

Regarding claim 18, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 15, and also 
discloses that the portable device is a portable communication device. See col. 2, lines 
13-28. 

Regarding claim 19, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 15, and also 
discloses that the geographical location of the portable device may be reported to the 
portable device database using a GPS system associated with the portable device. See 
col. 3, lines 7-30. 

Regarding claim 20, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 15, and also 
discloses that the geographical location of the portable device may be reported to the 
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portable device database by a geographical location determination device (GPS 
receiver) associated with the portable device. See col. 3, lines 7-30. 

Regarding claim 29, Grube discloses a computer program product in a computer 
readable medium for managing operation of a portable device (102, 103). The program 
comprises first instructions for determining a geographical location of the portable 
device, second instructions for determining if the geographical location of the portable 
device is within a geographical area of restricted use of the portable device, and third 
instructions for restricting use of the portable device based on the determination of 
whether the geographical location of the portable device is within a geographical area of 
restricted use. See Figure 1 and col. 2, line 29 - col. 3, line 30. 

Regarding claim 30, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, and also 
discloses that the second instructions include instructions for looking up the 
geographical location of the portable device in a geographical information database and 
instructions for retrieving restriction information associated with the geographical 
location of the portable device. See col. 2, lines 41-67. 

Regarding claim 31, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, and also 
discloses that the restriction information may include completely prohibiting use of the 
portable device. See col. 2, lines 13-28. 

Regarding claim 32, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, and also 
discloses that the portable device is a portable communication device. See col. 2, lines 
13-28. 
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Regarding claim 33, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, and also 
discloses that the first instructions include instructions for using a GPS system 
associated with the portable device to determine a geographical location of the portable 
device. See col. 3, lines 7-30. 

Regarding claim 34, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, and also 
discloses that the first instructions include instructions for receiving the geographical 
location from a geographical location determination device (GPS receiver) associated 
with the portable device. See col. 3, lines 7-30. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 7-9, 11-13, 21-23, 25-27, 35-37 and 39-41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Grube et al. in view of da Silva (U.S. Patent No. 
6,496,703). 

Regarding claim 7, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 , but does not 
disclose that the steps of determining a geographical location of the portable device, 
determining if the geographical location of the portable device is within a geographical 
area of restricted use of the portable device, and restricting use of the portable device 
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are performed in response to receiving a communication destined for the portable 
device. 

However, da Silva discloses a system for restricting use of a portable device. 
The system may receives a communication destined for the portable device, and 
restricts use of the portable device based on whether the incoming communication is an 
emergency call or not. This allows emergency calls to be placed to the portable device 
in restricted areas. See col. 9, lines 33-42. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Grube with da Silva, 
such that use of the portable device is restricted in response to receiving a 
communication destined for the portable device, so that emergency calls may be placed 
to the portable device in restricted areas. 

da Silva also discloses that the geographical location of the portable device may 
be determined based on GPS. See col. 7, line 61 - col. 8, line 25. It would have also 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to receive a 
GPS location update when a communication destined for the portable device is received 
and determine at that time whether the portable device is in a restricted area, in order to 
keep the portable device updated as to whether it is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 8, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of claim 
7. da Silva also teaches that an outgoing message may be sent to a source of the 
incoming communication if use of the portable device is restricted, in order to inform the 
source that the user of the portable device is unavailable because he is in a restricted 
area. See col. 9, lines 28-32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 



Application/Control Number: 10/047,002 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2686 

art at the time of the invention to further modify Grube with da Silva, such that an 
outgoing message may be sent to a source of the incoming communication if use of the 
portable device is restricted, in order to inform the source that the user of the portable 
device is unavailable because he is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 9, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of claim 

8, and da Silva also discloses that the outgoing message sent is generated based on 
the geographic location of the portable device, preferences of a user of the portable 
device, and restrictions associated with the geographic location of the portable device. 
See col. 9, lines 28-32. 

Regarding claim 11, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 8, and it is inherent that da Silva's outgoing message includes a menu of 
selectable options (e.g., "If this is an emergency call, press 1, if not, press 2"). See col. 

9, lines 28-42. 

Regarding claim 12, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 7, and da Silva also discloses that the portable device will not be restricted if the 
call is indicated to be an emergency call. See col. 9, lines 33-42. 

Regarding claim 13, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 7, and da Silva also discloses that the call will be redirected to an alternative 
device (a message mail box) if use of the portable device is restricted. See col. 9, lines 
28-32. 

Regarding claim 21 , Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 1 5, but does 
not disclose that the controller determines a geographical location of the portable 
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device, determines if the geographical location of the portable device is within a 
geographical area of restricted use of the portable device, and restricts use of the 
portable device in response to receiving a communication destined for the portable 
device. 

However, da Silva discloses a method for restricting use of a portable device. 
The method may comprise receiving a communication destined for the portable device, 
and restricting use of the portable device based on whether the incoming 
communication is an emergency call or not. This allows emergency calls to be placed 
to the portable device in restricted areas. See col. 9, lines 33-42. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Grube with da Silva, such that use of the portable device is restricted in response to 
receiving a communication destined for the portable device, so that emergency calls 
may be place to the portable device in restricted areas. 

da Silva also discloses that the geographical location of the portable device may 
be determined based on GPS. See col. 7, line 61 - col. 8, line 25. It would have also 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to receive a 
GPS location update when a communication destined for the portable device is received 
and determine at that time whether the portable device is in a restricted area, in order to 
keep the portable device updated as to whether it is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 22, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 21 . da Silva also teaches that an outgoing message may be sent to a source of 
the incoming communication if use of the portable device is restricted, in order to inform 
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the source that the user of the portable device is unavailable because he is in a 
restricted area. See col. 9, lines 28-32. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to further modify Grube with da Silva, such that 
the controller sends outgoing message to a source of the incoming communication if 
use of the portable device is restricted, in order to inform the source that the user of the 
portable device is unavailable because he is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 23, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 22, and da Silva also discloses that the outgoing message sent is generated 
based on the geographic location of the portable device, preferences of a user of the 
portable device, and restrictions associated with the geographic location of the portable 
device. See col. 9, lines 28-32. 

Regarding claim 25, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 22, and it is inherent that da Silva's outgoing message includes a menu of 
selectable options (e.g., "If this is an emergency call, press 1, if not, press 2"). See col. 
9, lines 28-42. 

Regarding claim 26, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 21, and da Silva also discloses that the portable device will not be restricted if the 
call is indicated to be an emergency call. See col. 9, lines 33-42. 

Regarding claim 27, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 21 , and da Silva also discloses that the call will be redirected to an alternative 
device (a message mail box) if use of the portable device is restricted. See col. 9, lines 
28-32. 
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Regarding claim 35, Grube discloses all of the limitations of claim 29, but does 
not disclose that the first, second, and third instructions are executed in response to 
receiving a communication destined for the portable device. 

However, da Silva discloses a method for restricting use of a portable device. 
The method may comprise receiving a communication destined for the portable device, 
and executing instructions for restricting use of the portable device based on whether 
the incoming communication is an emergency call or not. This allows emergency calls 
to be placed to the portable device in restricted areas. See col. 9, lines 33-42. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Grube with da Silva, such that use of the portable device is 
restricted according to the second and third instructions in response to receiving a 
communication destined for the portable device, so that emergency calls may be place 
to the portable device in restricted areas. 

da Silva also discloses that the geographical location of the portable device may 
be determined based on GPS. See col. 7, line 61 - col. 8, line 25. It would have also 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to receive a 
GPS location update according to the first instructions when a communication destined 
for the portable device is received and determine at that time whether the portable 
device is in a restricted area, in order to keep the portable device updated as to whether 
it is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 36, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 35. da Silva also teaches that an outgoing message may be sent to a source of 
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the incoming communication if use of the portable device is restricted according to 
instructions, in order to inform the source that the user of the portable device is 
unavailable because he is in a restricted area. See col. 9, lines 28-32. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to further 
modify Grube with da Silva, such that the controller sends an outgoing message to a 
source of the incoming communication according to instructions if use of the portable 
device is restricted, in order to inform the source that the user of the portable device is 
unavailable because he is in a restricted area. 

Regarding claim 37, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 36, and da Silva also discloses that the outgoing message sent is generated 
based on the geographic location of the portable device, preferences of a user of the 
portable device, and restrictions associated with the geographic location of the portable 
device. See col. 9, lines 28-32. 

Regarding claim 39, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 36, and it is inherent that da Silva's outgoing message includes a menu of 
selectable options (e.g., "If this is an emergency call, press 1, if not, press 2"). See col. 
9, lines 28-42. 

Regarding claim 40, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 35, and da Silva also discloses that the portable device will not be restricted 
according to instructions if the call is indicated to be an emergency call. See col. 9, 
lines 33-42. 
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Regarding claim 41 , Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the limitations of 
claim 35, and da Silva also discloses that the call will be redirected to an alternative 
device (a message mail box) according to instructions if use of the portable device is 
restricted. See col. 9, lines 28-32. 

5. Claims 10, 24 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Grube et al. in view of da Silva as applied to claims 8, 22 and 36 above, and 
further in view of Makela et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,301 ,338). 

Regarding claims 10, 24 and 38, Grube in view of da Silva teaches all of the 
limitations of claims 8, 22 and 36, but does not teach that a language of the outgoing 
message is selected based on a geographic location of the source of the 
communication. However, Makela discloses a method for replying to a communication 
which comprises selecting a language of an outgoing message based on a geographic 
location of the source of the communication, and sending the outgoing message to the 
source. See Abstract and col. 5, line 53 - col. 6, line 9. This allows the source of the 
communication to receive the outgoing message in the language which the source is 
the most comfortable with. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to modify the combination of Grube and da Silva with 
Makela, such that a language of the outgoing message is selected based on a 
geographic location of the source of the communication, in order to allow the source to 
receive the outgoing message in the language which the source is the most comfortable 
with. 



• 
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Allowable Subject Matter 



6. Claims 14, 28 and 42 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ken Moore, whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
6042. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8:30 AM - 5:00 
PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks-Harold, can be reached at (703) 305-4379. 
Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 
or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 



Conclusion 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number is (703) 306-0377. 



Ken Moore , 
7/28/04 

ys r ■ 

LESTER G. KINCAID 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



